LEA DER

The Insurance Bill is Socialistic because it deals both with
State and personal responsibility, and as a Socialist I am
fighting to retain these features. "Ah, but," it is said, "here
is a chance of showing we are more advanced than others.
We want unearned increments for the whole nation. . . ."
My reply is that State philanthropy is not more advanced
than Socialism, and that to leave all one's moorings and
mix up all one's ideas in order to pose as "advanced" is
both dishonest and disastrous.

But his keen sense of discipline, and indeed of seemliness,
was deeply offended by the public attacks of colleagues on
the accepted policy of the Party, and by the spectacle of
Labour Members answering each others' arguments,
and trooping into opposite Lobbies, in the House. In
one division on the Bill thirteen Labour Members voted
one way, and sixteen the other. In seven out of twelve
divisions in the week of July 17, Labour Members opposed
each other. In one of them indeed MacDonald and two
others voted against an amendment of Snowden's, which
thirty-four of their own colleagues were supporting.
These public dissensions were disagreeable, though
unfortunately by no means novel. The established
tendency of Labour Members to vote against the decisions
of their own Party was, as we have seen, one of the
reasons for MacDonald's reluctance to accept the
Chairmanship. And Barnes, his outgoing predecessor,
had protested, in the Labour Leader, not only against
the decline in the attendance of Members but against
their internal divisions. Something of this sort, no
doubt, was in MacDonald's mind, when, after a year's
experience of the leadership, he wrote somewhat deject-
edly to Glasier.
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